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2. Crown debt—Principal and surety—Payment. of debt by 
surety—Rights of surety—Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 
1856, s. 5.—Re Churchill, Manisty v. Churchill, cx. D. NoR., J, W.R. 805 
3. Insolvent estate—Landlord’s right to distrain—Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, ss. 42, 125.—Re Fryman, Fryman v. Fryman, cu. pD. 
CHITTY, J. oon os ote ar eee W.R. 631 
4, Mortgage debt—Exoneration—Locke King’s Act (17 & 18 
-Vict. c. 113)}—Amendment Act, 1867.—In re Fleck, Colston v. 
Roberts, CH, D. NORTH, J. 4.5 bab obs o.  W.R, 663 
See also Practice, 3, 18, 26. 


ANNUITY :—1, Charge on income—Appropriation of fund in Con- 
sols—National Debt Conversion Act, 1888.—Re Sacre, Mahony v. 
Sacre, CH. D. NORTH, J. see ode vos ‘ge gy 

2. Will—Direction to purchase annuity after death of life 
tenant—Death of annuitant before that of tenant for life—Lapse. 
—Re Draper's Trust, CH, D. KEKEWICH, J. oss aed WR. 783 


BANKRUPTCY.—1l. Agreement for purchase of bankrupt’s estate 
—Scheme of arrangement—Approval of court—New term— 
Specific performance—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 23, sub-section 
2.—Liwas v. Martin, arr.... oe ee «»  W.R. 627 

2. Appointment of trustee—Objection of Board of Trade— 
Difficulty of acting with impartiality—Notification to court— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 21.—Kz parte Board of Trade, In re 


488 


Martin, BKcy. ... bed oe ou ».  W.R. 698 
3. Composition deed for the benefit of creditors—Right of 
party to deed to prove in bankruptcy— ptcy Act, 1683, 


8. 4, sub-section (a); s. 43.—Jn re Stephenson, Hx parte 

Receiver, Q.B.D. 4. ae ae me red -R, 624 
4, Discharge—Conduct of bankrupt—Annexing condition as 

to after-acquired property—Bankruptcy Act, 1833, s, ‘28.— 

Ex parte Arnaud, Re Bullen, arr. ,.. oe ose S.J. 629 
5. Disclaimer—Property held of the Crown—Right of trustee 

to disclaim—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 55, 150.—Ez parte Com- 

missioners of Woods and Forests, Re Thomas, Bkcy. ...  W.R. 735 
6. Disqualifications of bankrupt—Certificate that bankruptcy 

was caused by “misfortune without misconduct”—Bankruptcy 

Act, 1883, s, 32, sub-section 2°(b).—Jn re Colin Camptell hori), 

APE, .. nee coe oes eos ove o. W.R. 582 
7. Execution—Sale—Notice of petition to sheriff—Retention 

of mata ange J Act, 1883, 8. 46, sub-section ®). 

—Lx parte Ross, Re Cripps, BKCY. «- «=: Sad. 610 


17. i by official receiver as trustee— 
Fees—Disclaimer—Joinder of respondents—Practice.—Ez pore 
The Trustee, Re Whitaker, BKCY. _ ... dog ad -R. 736 

18. Scheme of arrangement—Sale of assets without the juris- 
diction—Amount of nate, FR Rte may of court—Benefit of 
general body of creditors— ruptcy Act, 1883, s. 18, sub- 
section 6.—Kzx parte Smith, Re Staniar, Q.B.D. +. W.B. 608 

See also Administration, 3; Bill of Sale, 3; Company, 11 ; 

Costs, 2, 3; Debt, 2; Married Woman, 1; Partnership, 1; 

Solicitor, 1, 3. 


BILL of SALE :—1. Affidavit by attesting witness—Omission of 
residence and occupation—Power to order rectification—Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878, s. 10, eub-sections 2, 12, 14.—Crew v. Comenes 
Q.B.D. eee eee eee eee eee ore . 

2. Misdescription of tor’s name in bill of sale—Intent to ° 
conceal —Registration— Bills of Sale Acts, 1878 and 1882,—Downs 
v. Salmon, Q.B.D.... evs nib ove «.»  W.B, 810 
3. Mortgage—Attornment clause—Bankruptcy petition—Bills 
of Sale Act, 1878, s. 6.—Hx parte Kennedy, Re Wiillis.—pxor. 
WR. 638 ; apr. W.R. 793 
4. Mortgage —Trade machinery—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, sa, 3, 4, 
5, 7—Conveyancing Act, 1881, ss. 6 (2), 19.—Re Yates, Batchelor 
Vv. Yates, APP, eee eee ooo eee tee W.R, 563 
See also Mortgage, 7. 


BOMBAY CIVIL FUND ACT, 1882 :—Bombay Civil Fund Act, 
1882, s. 5—Application for directions as to mode of procedure— 








8, “ Final judgment ”—Order for payment of alimony pendente 
lite—Bankruptcy notice—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub-section 
1 (g).—Ex parte Henderson, Re Henderson, arr. «.  W.R, 567 

9. Fraudulent A noe enegen order—Composition deed 
—Secret bargain with particular itor.—Ex parte “— 

Re Harvey, apr. ... oon a ot «.  W.R. 567 

10. Husband and wife not trading jointly or in partnership— 
Joint et ae receiving orders—Practi¢e— 
Act, 1883, s. 8.—Ex parte Official Receiver, Re Bond, Bxkcy. W.R. 700 

11. Judgment debt—Interest—Insolvent debtor—Surplus in 
hands of assignee after payment of principal of all debts—1 & 2 
Vict. c. 110, ss. 17, 92.—Ez parte Lewis, In re tt, app. W.R. 653 
_ 12. Judgment summons—Orders for alimony—Receiving order 
in lieu of committal—Payment by instalments—Debtors Act, 
1869, s. 5—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 103, sub-section (5).—Ez 
parte Otway, Re Otway, BKeY. iis a «.  W.R. 698 

13, Notice in bankruptcy—Foreclosure decree—“ Judgment of 
which execution has not been “7 "Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 

4, sub-section 1 (g).—Hxz parte Meston, Re Kelday, apr. W.R. 585 
_14. Petition for liquidation—Composition—Subsequent adju- 
dication of bankruptey—Relation Pack of title of trustee— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 126.—Ezx parte McDermott, Re BcKeary, 
ae eee eee ove eee «. W.R. 725 
_ 15. Post-nuptial settlement—Purchaser for valuable considera- 
tion—Trader—Bankruptcy Act, 1869, ss, 91, 94, sub-section 3. 
pw hart APP. eee eee eddeten-> eee i 629 
ication to:ex Or Tek icati 
ereditor for beneht of pee i of © ; 





Act, 1883, schedule ii, r. 25—Z% parte Rooney, Re ‘Tallerman, 
BKOY. ... sae ne oes ae ae 8.J. 439 


Service on Secretary of State for India—Re Bombay Civil Fund 
Act, APP. eee een eee eee eee SJ. 540 


BUILDING SOCIETY :—Advance to, before acquisition of 
borrowing powers—Attem compromise after—Loan to pay 
off invalid claim— —Re Shofield, de., Building 8o 
Ex parte Watson, Q.B.D.  ... W.R. 829 


BURIAL BOARD :—Burial Ace 1852, ss. 33, 38, and 1 8, 7 — 
Grant of exclusive — of burial—Right to place glass shade with 
flowers on grave.—. v. Lancaster Burial Board, wr. Au 

CHARITY :—L, Charitable Trusts Act, 185 3, a 48—Suammons— 
Disputed charitable trust—Jurisdiction of court.—Re Nerwich 
Town Olose Estate Charity, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J. wwe 8.J. 629 

2. Objects—“ Reparations, ornaments, and other necessary 
occasions ”—Erection of spire—Salaries.—Re Palatine Estate tape 
Charity, CH:D, STIRLING, J. we bes in -R. 732 


eee owe ove 


COMMONS :—1. Enclosure or encroachment—Circus—Temporary 


tents and booths.—Malvern Conservators v. Foley, CH.D. KEK., J. 
8.J. 609 


2. Enclosure—Power to roads—“ Old enclosures ” 
—Enclosure Act, 1845, s. On. Horny v. Silvester, APP, W.R. 679 


COMPANY :—1. Contract by trustee for intended eompany—Rati- 


fication—New con wing power over “ rties and 

rights” of company—Mortgage of uncalled capital. Howard v. 

Patent Ivory, c., Co., CH.D, KAY, J. eee on W.R. 801 
2. aay pe a, ge right to company’s books.— 

General Assets Puro Co. v. Chesterton, dc., Coal Oo, 

CH.D. CHITTY, J. ... tee aoe bee oon S.J. 645 
3. Director—Misfeasance—Agent for purchase—Sale of agent's 


own property to company—Non-disclosure—Companies Act, 1862, 

2. 165. Catendish- tack Vv. Fenn, Bl, ose tee WR. 
4. Director—Sale by director to compeny— Sight of director 

to vote as shareholder.—North- West Transportation Compgey ¥. 

Beatty, P.c. ee. ‘ability 3 nrg oe 647 
5. Director— escape — ; m- 
any—Members, more than i yay, up—Public benefit 

“ ompanies Act, 1862, s. 199.—Re South Fish -— - 


Co., CH.D. KAY, J. dae ore r bee tose 4*% . 
6. Fraudulent prugpectas—- Mises eee to 
state parol contract—Companies Act, ‘1867, 8,'38.—Capel v, dg 
Composition Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. a R. 689 | 
7. Reduction of i 


) by a Form . 
animute to be —Companies Act, 1877, 8.4. ro 


Mille 0o., CH.D. NORTH, J. ... dee a 
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8. Reduction of capital—Paid-up capital reduced—Nominal 
capital on Age, gman Act, 1867, s. 9.—Re Fore Street 
Warehouse Co., CH.D. KAY, S.J. 
9. Shares—Forged rose of ‘Limitations-—When 
time begins to run—Executors joint holders of stock—Right of 
one to transfer—Estoppel of one joint holder—Right of other to 
sue.—Barton v. North Stafford Ratlway Co., CH.D. KAY, J. W.R. 
10. Shares issued as fully paid up—No registered contract— 
Transferees with notice—Estoppel— ompanies Act, 1867, s. 25.— 
Re London Celluloid, Bayley oul ebeds cases, APP. W.R. 
11. Shares—Plea of payment in cash—Fraudulent preference— 
Companies Act, 1867, s. 25—Companies Act, 1862, s. 164—Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883, 88, 38, 48.—Re Land De velopment Association, 
Kent’s case, CH.D., KAY, J. ... ’.R. 570; app. W.R. 
12. Shares—Pledge of _ certificates—Blank indorsement— 
Brokers—A merican law—Mercantile usage—Estoppel.— Williams 
v. Colonial Bank, avr... ee, 
13. Shares ata discount—Registered contract—Ultra vires— 
Companies Act, 1862, ss. 7, 8, 12—Companies Act, 1867, s. 25.— 
In re Almada and Tirito Co., "Allen’s cas , APP, eve W.R. 
14. Shares—Transfer—Inchoate legal title—Pre-exis ting equit- 
-— title—Roots v. Williamson, CH.D. STIRLING, J. 
15. perage: ate ers—Condition precedent to exercise— Power 
to stop up road—Obligation to substitute road equally con- 
venient.—Allen v. Hatfield Chase, d:c., Co., CH.D. NORTH, J. S.J. 
16. Winding up—Application by ’ shareholder to have name 
removed from list of contributories—Infancy—Acquiescence— 
Infants’ Relief Act, 1874, s. 2—Re Yeoland Consols, CH.D. STIR- 
LING, J 8.J. 
a7, Winding u) Contributory —Application to be taken off 
the B. list—Right of audience of creditors—General Order, 
November 11, 1862, r. 60.—Re Anglo-Indian, c&c., Institution, 
Grey's case, CH.D. KAY, J. ... S.J. 
18. Winding-up — Contributory — Director — Qualification of — 
director.—Re Wheal Buller Consols, Ex-parte Jobling, app. W.R. 
19. Winding up—Provisional liquidator—Carrying on business 
—Distress for rates levied after appointment of provisional 
liquidator, but before commencement of the winding up.—Re 
Dry Docks Corporation of London, CH.D. KAY, J. hes S.J. 
20. Winding gs of proceedings—J urisdiction—Com- 
panies Act, 1862, s. 138.—RHe Schanschieff Electric, &c., Co., 
CH.D. NORTH, J. ... es SJ. 
21. Winding up—Surplus assets—Profits | arising from aug- 
mented value of capital—Mode of distribution—Companies Act, 
1862, ss. 109, 133 (1) (9).—Re Bridgewater Navigation Co., arr. 
W.R. 


See also Contract, 1; Mandamus. 


CONTRACT :—1, Assignment of patent rights to company— 
Omission by company to pay fees—Lapse of patent—Bona fides-— 
Fraud—Consideration—1mplied covenant in a deed—Damages.— 
Re Railway and Electric Appliances Co., CH.D. KAY, J. W.R. 

2. Infancy—Money lent for necessaries— Agreement to repay 
at a future date—Statute of Limitations.—Lewis v. Alleyne, APP. 
3. Infant—Promise to marry—Evidence of new promise— 
Ratification—Infants’ Relief Act, 1874, s. 2.—Holmes v. Brierley, 
Q.B.D. W.R. 693 ; app. W.R. 


COPYRIGHT :—Infringement—Dramatisation of novel—Multi- 
plying copies—Copyright Act, 1842, ss. 2, 3.—Warne v. . 
CH.D. STIRLING, J. ie am ose W.R. 


COSTS :—1. Appeal—Good cause—Judge declining to exercise 
jurisdiction—R.S.C. 1883, LXV., 1.—Rooke v. Czarnikow, app. 
S.J. 


2. Bankruptcy —“ Payable out of the estate”—Assets not ex- 
ceeding £300—Scale of costs—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. i -—- 
Ex parte Jaynes, Re Dowson, BKCY. ... S.J. 

3. Bankruptey—Review "of taxation—Objection by "Board of 
Trade—Administrative work—Practice—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 
s. 57, sub-section 3—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 124. —Ex parte 
Board of Trade, Re Pryor, BKcy. ... ras S.J. 

4. Evidence—Preparation for trial—Discontinuance before 
notice of trial—Ord. 65, r. 27 (9).—Windham v. Bainton, Q.B.D. 

W.R. 

5. Solicitor and client costs—Jurisdiction to order in equitable 
matters—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 23—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 65, 
r. 1.—Andrews v. Barnes, arp. oe 

See also Administration, x3 “Divorce, | 4 2, 3, 4; Lands 

Clauses oH ee | ; Patent, 1; Practice, 3, 6 » % 9; 

Solicitor, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 


COUNSEL we eae outside action.— 
Ellender v. Wood, APP. sxe 


oe Ue 





COUNTY COURT :—1. Contempt—Committal—Jurisdiction of 
superior court to review—Powers of county court judge to 
commit—Form of warrant—County Courts Act, 1846, s. 113.— 
Reg. v. Jordan, Q.B.D. on * W.R. 589; apr. W.R. 797 

2. High bailiff—Wrongful execution—Recov ery of possession- 
money—County Court Rules, 1886, ord. 27, r. 1.—Thomas v. 
Peek, Q.B.D. = W.R. 606 

3. Jurisdiction—New trials .— Reg. v. County Court — of 
Greenwich, Q.B.D.. W.R. 668 

4. Practice—Power to remit action—Reduction of claim below 
£50 by judgment under order ae Court Act, 1856, 

8. 26.—Gray v. Hopper, Q.B.D. W.R. 716 ; apr. W.R. 746 
See also Solicitor, 9. 


COVENANT :—1. Restrictive covenant—Lease—Lessor and lessee 
—* Business ”—Hospital—Injunction.—7od-Heatly v. Benham, 
CH. D. KEKEWICH, J. W.R. 688 
. Restrictive covenant ~ Restraint on trade—Construction. — 
Bak rv. Hedgecock, CH.D. CHITTY, J. son S.J. 504 
See also Landlord and Tenant, 2 ; Sale, 2 2. 


CRIMINAL LAW :—1. Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, s. 20 
—Evidence of prisoner—Conviction for common assault.—Reg. 
v. Owen, C.C.R. W.R. 575 


2. Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1885, ‘88. 4, 9—Evidence 
given not upon oath—Conviction for common assault,—Re ay. Ve 
Wealand, O.C.B. oe W.R. 576 

3. Larceny bya trick —“ Welshing. ”__Reg. ¥. Buckmaster, % C.R. 

W.R. 7 


See also Practice, 14. 


DEBT :—1. Simple contract debt—Tenant for life—Payment of 
interest by—Acknowledgment—Statute of Limitations (21 Jac. 1, 
c. 16)—3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 104—Part payment—Executor—9 Geo. 4, 

c. 14d—19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 97, s. 14.—In re Hollingshead, Holtings- 
head v. Webster, cH.D. CHITTY, J _—= V.R. 660 
2. Judgment summons—Commitment po aT to 
suspend issue of warrant during payment of instalments— 
Debtors Act, 1869, s. 5.—Stonor v. Fowle, H.1. we =W.R, 742 

See alan Administration, 2,4; Will, 5 


DEED A A eR to schedule— 
Schedule omitted.—Vint v. Vint, app. si 8.J. 557 


DIVORCE :—1. Adultery of wife—Costs of wife.—UVtway v. Otway, 
APP... + S.J. 487 
2. Adultery of wife—Husband’s petition—Separate estate— 
Costs against wife—Notice of sa ittaatarasiinlaaas —Field v. 
Field and Denton, v.p. & A.D. W.R. 720 
3. Costs—Co-respondent—Queen’s proctor—Costs | ‘of inter- 
vention—Divorce Act, 1857, s, 34—Matrimonial Causes Act, 
1860, s. 7—Matrimonial Causes Act, 1878, s. 2.—Blackhall v. 
Blackhall, P.D. & A.D. wie ie 8.J. 
4. Costs—Permanent maintenance—Solicitor’s charging order 
—Jurisdiction—Divorce Act, 1857, s. 32—-Solicitors Act, 1860, 
s. 28—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 1, (2), ve 
Harrison v. Harrison, arr. R. 748 
5. Impotency—Nullity—English marriage—Husband ant 
—Jurisdictiun of foreign court.—Turner v. Thompson, P.D. & A.D. 
W.R. 702 
See also Husband and Wife, 1; Negligence, 1; Practice, 20. 


DONATIO MORTIS CAUSA a testamentary instru- 
ment.—Re Hughes, APP. ... eee .. W.R. 821 


ECCLESIASTICAL LAW slide ihidiaitie of arch- 
bishop as president—Jurisdiction of the High Court of Justice— 
Election of proctors.—Reg. v. Archbishop of York,Q.3.D. W.R. 718 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY :—1. Master and servant—Defect in 
machine —Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, s. 1, sub-section 1 ; 
s. 2, sub-section 1.—Walsh v. Whiteley, app. S.J. 644 
2. Negligence—Employer and workman—Driver employed by 
wharfinger — Vicious horse—“ Workman ” — “ Plant” —Volentt 
non fit ee Liability Act, 1880, s. 1.—Yarmouth 
v. France, APP. ... ae S.J. 487 
3. Negligence — Person intrusted with ‘superintendence— 
loyers’ Liability Act, 1880, s. 1, sub-sections 2,3; s. 8.— 
Kelas is. Rooke, arr. wits coe S.J. 643 
4. Notice of action—Service of ‘notice—Employers’ Liability 
Act, 1880, s. 7.—Previdi v. Gatti, Q.B.D. pea cco |©=6 We OO 
See also Negligence, 2. 


EVIDENCE :—1. Lease by deed—Verbal warranty.—Jones v. 
Fortescue, Q.B.D. STEPHEN, J. S.J. 505 
2. Production of cestui. que vie—6 ‘Anne, c. 18.—Ex parte Dash- 
wood and Paget, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ... S.J. 542 
See also Local Government, 6 ; Practice, 2, 6, 12, 13, 34, 


mitt 
how i] 

4, 
over 


Vict 








u 


46 


188 


75 


76 


360 


57 


187 


/20 


189 


148 


102 


321 


18 


43 
70 








_ Aug. 4, 1888. 





DIGEST. 5 








HIGHWAY I. - Dedication—Power of canal company to dedi- 
cate tow- r ged to public.—Grand Junction Canal Co. v. Petty, 


Q.B.D. an : W.R. 795 
2. Trespass—Particulars ‘of acts of dedication to the public — 
Spedding v. Fitzpatrick, arp. oe S.J. 456 


See also Local Government, 2. 


HUSBAND and WIFE:—1. Judicial separation—Injunction-- 
Separate property—Disputed title—Inquiry by registrar— Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 17—Phillips v. Phillips, Q.n.p. 

S.J. 560 
2. Unity of person—Gift to husband and wife and third om 
son—Married Women’s Property -_ 1882, ss. 1, 5.—Re Jw 
Jupp v. Buckwell, ca D. KAY, J. . ~=«6WR 712 
See also Joint Tenancy ; Libel ; " Negligence, 1. 


IMPRISONMENT nn of aenmmmaaaanceaition «i 
derson v. Preston, APP... = eee S.J. 627 


INFANT snSliiesiahiansis<chancbamimimmideaieas invested in 
Consols in name of infant only—Dividends—Guardians—Bank 
of England—11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, c. 65, s. 32.—Re Alice Kemp, 
CH.D. KAY, J. ae cee W.R. 729 
See also Contract, 2, 3; Will, i. 


INLAND REVENUE :—1. Duty on property belonging to 
corporate body—Exemption—Property appropriated and applied 
for the promotion of sclence—Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 
1885, s. 11, sub-section 3.—In re Duty on Estate of Institution of 
Civil Engineers, APP. W.R. 598 

2, Excise—Jurisdiction of magistrate to hear information— 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1887, s. 4.—Reg. v. Sir James 
Ingham, Q.B.D. ... W.R. 811 

3. Income tax—Business in Australia—Partner Tesident in 
England—Liability for profits accruing abroad and not trans- 
mitted to England—16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s. 2, schedule D.—Colqu- 
houn v. Brooks, APP. W.R. 657 

4. Income tax—Claim for repayment—Discovery and proof of 
over-assessment—“ Within or at the end of the year"—5 & 6 
Vict. c. 35, s. 133.—Reg. v. Commissioners, ie of, Income Tax, 
GBD. ove R. 671 ; arr. W.R. 776 

5. Income tax—Foreign firm—Trade cauniiaed ‘within the 
United Kingdom—Profits arising therefrom—5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, 
ss. 41, 44—16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s. 2, schedule D.— Werle v. 
Colquhoun, APP. -.. W.R. 613 

6. Income Tax Act, 1842, 8. 60, “schedule A., No. 5—Income 
Tax Act, 1853, s. 37, and schedule A.—Deduction for amount 
expended by landlord on embankment against tidal river—In- 
come from land—Preservation or protection of land.— Hesketh 
v. Ege ome ae W.R. 622 

Probate duty—Accumulations ‘of personal estate—Conver- 
sion —Lameay. —Att.-Gen. v. Marquis of Atlesbury, H.L. W.R. 737 

8. Stamp duty—Promissory note—Stamp Act, 1870, s. 49.— 
Mortgage Insurance Corporation v. Commissioners of Inland —— 

APP. ‘ . 644 

9. Succession duty—Purchaser and successor, —De. Rechber “a8 
Beeton, CH.D. CHITTY, J. R. 


INSURANCE :—1. Life lai of premiums - person 

not beneficial owner—Trustee—Indemnity—Lien on proceeds— 

Salvage.— Re Winchilsea’s (Earl of ) Policy Trusts, cH.D. mae 
559 


2. Marine—Concealment of material facts—Knowledge of 
broker.—Blackburn & Co, v. Haslam, Q.B.D. ... S.J. 543 
3. Marine—Unseaworthiness of ship—Innocent ‘shipp rs— 
Action by underwriters to restrain eae on - 34 


Brooking v. Maudsley, CH.D. STIRLING, J. 664 
JOINT TENANCY \iieeiteeiatiaieal lama. chose in 
action.—Re Butler's Trusts, Hughes v. Anderson, apr. ... W.R. 817 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—1. Exclusive right of grazing— 
Protection from distress—46 & 47 Vict. c. 61, s. 45.—Masters v. 
Green, Q.B.D. ..  W.R. 591 

2. Lease—Agreement for lease—Breach of covenant to repair 
—Forfeiture—Notice—Conveyancing and Law of Property a7 
1881, s. 14.—Swain v. Ayres, APP. W.R. 798 

3. ‘Notice to uit—Agricultural Holdings "Act, 1883, 8. 54— 
Wholly coined belting Land let with house and shop at some 
distance from eee v. saps, GAINSBOROUGH COUNTY 
COURT ... eee tee S.J. 630 


LANDS CLAUSES ACT :—Land taken " public body under 
statutory powers—Purchase-money paid into court—Petition for 
transfer of fand to credit of action to determine title to beneficial 


interest—A ppearance of trustee—Costs—Lands Clauses —_ 
tion ne 1845, s. 80.—Re —. Settlement, CH.D. NOR. J. S.J. 
also Railway Company, 3. 


LEASE.—See Covenant, 1 ; ve 1,2; Landlord and Tenant, 
2; Vendor and Purchaser, 1, 3, 6. 


LIBEL :—Communication of libel by husband to lg at 
tion—Servant’s rien Terr co gerbeaters wn v. Mor 
Q.B.D. .. ‘ R 697 
See also Mayor's Court, 2; Practice, 21. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT :—1. Corporation—Officer of local 
authority—“ Concerned or interested” in contract—Public 
Health Act, 1875, s. 193.—Whiteley v. Barley, app. ... W.R. 823 

2. Highwa —Maintenance of main road—Liability of —— 


authority— amised road subsequently paved—Highwa 
and Locomotives Act, 1878, s. 13.—Leek Improvement . 
stoners v. Justices of Stafford, APP. ss W.R. 654 


3. Inn—Offences—Suffering gaming—Connivance—Licensing 
Act, 1872, s. 17.—Bond v. Evans, Q.B.D. is coe | Wall 767 
4. Licence—Alehouse—Six days’ licence—Renewal—35 & 36 
Vict. c. 94, s. 49.—Reg. v. Licensing Justices of Crewkerne, apr. 
W.R. 629 
5. Licence—Application for renewal—Discretion of justices to 
refuse --9 Geo. 4, c. 61; 35 & 36 Vict. c. 94; 37 & 38 Vict. c. 49. 
—Sharp Vv. Wakefield, @. B.D. .  W.R, 634 
6. Licence—Inn—Renewal—Objection by justices—No notice 
—No evidence on oath—35 & 36 Vict. c. 94, s, 42, sub-sections 2, 
3.—Gascoyne v. Risley, Q.B.D. W.R. 605 
7. Licence- ne liquor—Beer licences existing in 
or ag sags by holder for wine licence—Jurisdiction to 
refuse—Return by justices to mandamus—Wine and Beerhouse 
Act, 1869, ss. 7, 19.—Reg. v. King and Justices of em i 


8. Licence—Intoxicating liquors—Place of public entertain- 
a to excise licence —Mandamus —Licensing Act, 1872, 
3, 72,74; 5&6 Will. 4, c. 39, s. 7.—Reg. v. Coneraianes 8 
Tnland Revenue, Q.B.D. aad ose 696 
9. Water rate—Over- -payment—Compulsory or Siaeumns 
Assessment on “gross rental” instead of “rateable value ”— 
Action for difference overpaid.—Slater v. — ce. of ~~ 
Q.B.D. .. me . 831 
See also Highway ; : Poor Law. 


LUNACY :—Allowances to next of kin.—Re Darling, apr. S.J. 540 


MANDAMUS :—Alternative remedy — Registrar of Joint-Stock 
Companies—Filing of pom eran» Bar of stam vant 
of Crown—Companies Act, 1867, s. 25—Stamp Act, 1870, ss. 18, 
19.—Keg. v. Registrar of Jount Stock Companies, Q.B.D....  W. R. 695 


MARRIED WOMAN : — 1. Bankruptcy—Trading separately — 
Marriage settlement—Life estate— Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882, s. 1, sub-section 5; s. 19.—Re Armstrong, Ex parte Boyd, 
APP. . sv «. W.R, 772 

2. General power of a appointment by will—Power exercised— 
Liability of property for her debts.—Re Roper, Roper v. Doncaster, 
CH.D. KAY, J. .. _ W.R. 750 

3. Separate estate—Judgment under R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 14— 
Evidence of separate estate—Married Women’s Property oe 
1882, ss. 14, 15, 19.—Downe v. Fletcher, Q.B.D. R. 694 

See also Divorce, 4 ; Husband and Wife, 2; Practice, 19, a, 
Vendor and Purchaser, 5; Will, 3. 


MASTER and SERVANT :—Liability of company for act of 
servant—Scope of vidi eat aaa caaat v. Tramways 
Co., APP. eee eos 8.J. 


MAYOR'S COURT :—1. Jurisdiction —C on business—Solici- 
tor’s clerk— Mayor’s Court of London Cary on Act, 1857, s. 12.-- 
Lewis v. Graham, Q.B.D. W.R. 574 

2. Prohibition — “Cause of action” — Libel — Publication— 
Mayor’s Court Procedure Act, 1857, s. 12.—Broad v. Perkins, - ia 

MIDDLESEX REGISTRATION :—Copyhold estates—Enfran- 
chisement deed—Attesting witness—Execution by grantor or 
grantee—Commissioners to administer oaths—Masters in chan- 
cery ordinary or extraordinary—7 Anne, c. 20, ss. 1, 5, 17—15 
& 16 Vict. c. 80-—16 & 17 — c. 7 8. a. — Reg. v. Lord Truro, 
APP. a coo Welle 400 


MISREPRESENTATION hin ecties Mehl for purpose 
of obtaining advance on — v. Wilson, CH.D. 
CHITTY, J. ove ve S.J. 542 


See also Company, 3, 6; . Solicitor, 6, 7. 
MORTGAGE, —1. eaparsaner cngedinpicommena Tt Cia v. 


Coles, Q.B.D. to 8.J. 610 
.. ee absolute—Joint ‘mo: Death of one 





a period fixed for redemption—Survivorship.— 
Browel Pledge cae. NORTH, J. ... ove oe S.J 
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3. Glebe—Parties to foreclosure action—Patron.—Goodden v. 


Coles, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. ... W.R. 828 
4. Goodwill of business— Foreclosure—Form of onder—Sperial 
form.—Smith v, Pearman, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ; we “4 681 
of stoc 


5. Mortgagor and ee Loan on securit 
by joint holders—Re-transfer to one only—Bank’s lia “* for 
loss of stock.—Magnus v. Queensland National Bank, arr. W.R 

6. Mortgagee in possession— Account—Public- house— Mortgage 
to brewer—Liability to account for profit derived from sale of 
beer by mortgagee to tenant.—White v. City of London Brewery 
Co., CH.D, NORTH, J. 8. 

7. Pledge —V alidity—De livery to pledgee—Document regulat- 
ing ‘the rights of the pledgee—Contract for pledge—Delivery 
not contemporaneous with advapce—Bills of Sale Act, 1878, ss. 
3, 4—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, ss. 8, 9.—Hilton v. Tucker, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J W.R. 

8. Practice—Mortgagor and mortgagee—Equitable jurisdiction 
—Receiver—Foreclosure absolute—Judicature Act, 1873, s. 24, 


sub-section 7.—Wills v. Luff, cH.D. CHITTY, J. . WR 
9. Priorities — Charges — Statute—Construction—Implied re- 
.— Pollock v. Lands Improvement Co., cH.D. CHITTY, J. W.R. 


10. Release by parol—Handing over ’ mortgage deed—A bsence 
of consideration.—Re Hancock, Hancock vy. Berret y, CH.D. KAY, J. 
W 


» 577 


J. 645 


-R. 710 


11. Reversionary interest — Foreclosure action —Statute of 
Limitations—Time from which statute rans—37 & 38 Vict. c. 57, 
ss, 1, 2.—Hughill v. Wilkinson, CH.D. NORTH, J. eA | 

12. Sale of equity of redemption—Action by mortgagee on 
covenant—Right to Se ee —— by 
assignee. —Kinnaird v. Trollope, CH.D. STIRLING, S.J. 

See also Bill of a 3, 4; Settled 

Solicitor, 3 ; Trustee, 5 


NEGLIGENCE :—1. Husband and wife—Wife living apart in 
adultery—Action on behalf of widow—Lord Campbell's 54 
1846, s, 2.—Stimpson v. Wood, Q.B.D. W.R 

2, Volenti non fit injuria — Voluntary undertaking of risk by 
laintiff—Question of fact—Finding at the trial—Inference of 
act for the court.—Osborne v. London and North-Western Railway 
Co., Q.B.D. oss vey vi W.R. 

See also Solicitor, 8. 


PARTITION :—1. Practice—Parties—Partition action—Partition 
Act, 1868, ss. 3, 4—Partition Act, 1876, s. 6—Person of unsound 
mind not so found—Next friend.—Porter v. Porter, app. W.R. 

2. a ation for sale by owner of less than a moiety of 
the property—Discretion of court—Partition Act, 1868, s, en 
Richardson v. Feary, CH.D. NORTH, J. W.R. 

3. Sale—Distribution of proceeds—Service of notice of mig. 
ment on absent persons dispensed with—Advertisements—Parti- 
tion Act, 1876, ss. 3, 4, sub-section 3.—Crossman v. Richards, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. ... fax aon 8.J. 


PARTNERSHIP :—1. Dijecotettan—Bendenepter y of one ne Ti 
Mining partnership.— Dodds v, Preston, APP. «s. S.J. 
2. Loan to person engaged in undertaking—Participation in 
profits—Mortgage to secure loan—Test of partnership—Inten- 
tion.— Badeley vy. Consolidated Bank, arr. ,.. dew W.R. 


PATENT :—1. Petition for revocation—Variation in provisional 
and complete specifications—Proper subject-matter for patent— 
Insufficiency of specification — Combination — Anticipation— 
Utility—Certifying for costs of particulars of objections—Patents, 
&c., Act, 1883, ss. 9, 26, 29.—Re Gaulard and Gibbs’ Patent, cH.v. 
KEK., J. . 8. 

2. ‘Validity—Complete epecification—“ Distinct statement of 
invention claimed ”—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 
1883, 8. 5, sub-section 5. —Siddell v. "Vickers, APP, tvs 8.J. 

See also Trade-Mark. 


POOR LAW : — 1. Settlement—Derivative settlement of child 
from father—Retention of such settlement after sixteen—Divided 
Parishes Act, 1867, s. 35. —Guardians of Poplar Union v. Guardians 
of Dorchester Union, APP. ... W.R. 

2. Settlement—Residence as wife and widow—Divided Parishes 
Act, 1876, ss. 34, 35.—Guardians of ita Union v. Guardians 
of Bedminster Union, rae ‘ - en S.J. 

See also Railway Company, 3. 


teat’ ‘Acts, 1; 


POWER :—Power to jointure—Escrow—Corrupt bargain for the 
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809 


580 


807 


J. 609 


487 


benefit of third party.— Vhelan v. Palmer, CH.D. KEK., J. W.R. 587 
See also Married Woman, 2; Will, 3, 18. 
PRACTICE :—1. “ Abated” appeal—Death of appellant—R. 8. C., 
1883, XVII., 10.—Re Missouri Estate Co., app. ... 8.J. 438 


2. Adjourned summons—Evidence filed after hearing by chiei 
clerk---Time for filing evidence fixed by chief clerk.—Re whe i 


Chifferiel v. Watson, CH.D. NORTH, J, oe W.R. 


806 








———> 


3. Administration action—Idle and vexatious proceedings— 
Costs—A ppeal—Jurisdiction—Discretion of judge—R.S.C., 1883, 
LXV., 1, 11.—Re Ormston, Golding v. Lancaster, APP. ... S.J. 558 
4. ‘Admiralty—Action under Lord Campbell’s Act (9 & 10 Vict. 
. Sa otis of ened before sheriffi—The Orwell, P.v. & 
‘on W.R. 703 
- Admiralty — Damages — Interest — Action transferred to 
Admiralty Division— Jurisdiction by consent —The Baron 
Aberdare: The Gertrude, arr. waite 
6. Appeal—Evidence in court below—Shorthand notes taken 
by solicitor’s clerk—Copy of judge’s notes—R. S. C., 1883, 
ord. 58, r. 11.—Ellington v. Clark, arp. me S.J. 439 
7. Appeal—Scecurity for costs—Costs of application to court— 
Omission of respondent to apply previously to — for 
security.—Aberdare and Plymouth Co, v. Hankey, apr. S.J. 644 
8. Attachment—Snubstituted service—R. S. C., 1883, ‘ord. 67, 
r. 6.—Whyte-Melville v. Whyte-Melville, cH.d. STIRL ING, J. SJ. 438 
9, Auctioneers’ remuneration—Sale out of court.—Re IF “alford, 
Walford v. Walford, cH.D. KAY,J. ... a S.J. 628 
10. Court fees—Percenta: ge—Manager—Order as to Supreme 
Court Fees, 1884, schedule, No. 72.—Re Crawshay, Dennis v. 
Crawshay, CH.D. NORTH, J. S.J. 609 
11. Delivery of chattels—Writ of. assistance—R. g, Cc, 1883, 
ord. 47 ; ord. 48 ; ord. 62, r.2.—Wyman v. Knight, cn.D. CH 3 


12. Discovery — Privileged document — Shorthand writer's 
notes taken in former action.—Re Worswick, Robson v. Worswick, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. .. V.R. 685 

13. Ev: idence—A ffidavit—Discretion of registrar — Cross-exam- 
ination of deponents—Ord. 37, r. 2.—The Parisian, P.D. & A.D. 

W.R. 704 

14. Evidence—Commission to examine ea va 
r. 5.—Coch v. Allcock, app. V.R. 747 

15. Extradition crime—Habeas ‘corpus—Appeal ~ ‘Criminal 
cause or matter ”—Jurisdiction—Judicature Act, 1873, 8. 47.— 


Ex parte Woodhall, arp. ... ove .»  W.R. 655 


16. Garnishee—Affidavit by secheteny of company—R. 8. C., 
1883, ord. 45, r. iP asicaaaliags c Paving Co. v. F., DENMAN, J. 
(Chambers) S.J. 489 

17. Joinder of causes of action without leave—Time for taking 
objection—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 18, r. 2 ; ord. 70, r. 2.—Re Derbon, 
Derbon v. Collis, cx. ’D. KEKEWICH, J ; W.R. 667 


18. Jurisdiction — Originating summons — — Question arising 
between legal devisee and another person—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 55, 
rr. 3, 5. —Re Davies, Davies v. Davies, CH.D. NORTH, J.... W.R. 587 


19. Married woman—Restraint on anticipation—Payment of 
dividends on fund into court—Power of attorney—-Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, s. 40—Form of order.—Stewart v. Fletcher, cH.D. 
CHITTY, J. oe W.R. 713 

20. Married woman—Separate estate—Restraint on anticipa- 
tion—Writ of sequestration—Form of—Discovery in aid of 
execution— Jurisdiction of Divorce Division—Divorce and Matri- 
monial Causes Act, 1857, ss. 35, 52—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 42, 

r. 33; ord. 43, r. 6; ord. 68, r. 1.—Hyde v. Hyde, arp. W.R. 708 

21. ’ Particulars— Interrogatories—Libel.—Hennessy v. Wright, 
are, ve . S.J. 591, 607 

2, Parties—Amendment—Adding: plaintifi—C onsent—Trustee 
on cestui que trusts—R. S. C., ord. 16, 1883, rr. 2, 11.—Besley v. 
Besley, CH.D. CHITTY, J... W.R. 604 

23. Payment into court—Tender—Denial of liability—Order 
on solicitor for repayment—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 22, rr. 5 (), 6 
(c).—Davys v. Richardson, app... vt R. 728 

24. Payment out—Parties absolutely entitled—Trustees a 
power of sale—Lands Clauses Act, 1845, s. 69.—Ex parte 
Bowman, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ..; S.J. 645 

25. Payment out—Parties—Service—Contingent “interests— 
Stop order—Mortgagees.—Vernon v. Croft, CH.D. CHITTY, J. 

W.R. 778 

26. Payment out of court—Petition or summons—Fund 
exceeding £1,000—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 2, sub-section 1.— 
Bates v. Moore, CH.D. NORTH, J. W.R. 586 

27, Plaintiff in default—Action dismissed for want of prosecu- 
tion—Order by consent—Effect on subsequent claim by plaintiff. 
—Magnus v. National Bank of Scotland, cH.D. KAY, J.... W-.R. 602 

28. Service out of the jurisdiction—Alternative claims against 
two defendants—“ Necessary or proper party”—R. S. C., 1883, 
ord. 11, r. 1 (g).— Massey v. Heynes, APP... S.J. 627 

29, Service of writ out of jurisdiction—Charging alee 
Breach of contract—R. S. C. 1883, ord. 11, r. 1 (e); ord. 

46, r. 1—1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, 8, 14.—Moritz v. Stephen, CH.D. 
NORTH, J. ae oth che an «§ S 

30. Service of writ ont of jutisdiction-—Discharg e of order on 
ground that no cause of action.—R.S O., 1883, ord. 11, r, 1, sub- 
section (f).—Société Générale de Paris v. Dreyfus, APP... W.R. 609 
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31. Service of writ—Foreigner residing out of jurisdiction— 
RS. C., 1883, ord. 11, r. 6; ord. 70, rr. 1, 2—Hewitson v. 
Fabre, Q.B.D. na i Ke wis «»  W.R. 717 

32. Service out of jurisdiction—Notice of motion for payment 
out of court—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 11, r. 1—Re Baron Liebig's 
Cocoa, &c., Works, CH.D. NORTH, J. «.. ove woe S.J. 474 

33. Special case—Omission to serve application on each of 
justices present at hearing—Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, s. 
33—Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, r. 18.—Lockhart v. 
Mayor, dc., St. Albans, app. bee bee «.  W.R. 800 

34. Specific performance—Default of pleading by defendant— 
Motion for judgment—Proof of plaintiff’s case—Insuflicient 
description—Evidence—“ Craves leave to refer”—R. 8. C., 1883, 
ord. 27, r. 11.—Smith v. Buchan, CH.D. KAY, J. -  £W.R, 631 

35. Striking out pleadings—“ No reasonable cause of action ”— 
Dismissing action as frivolous and vexatious—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 

25, r. pega | e a“ yy APP. ou ee S.J. 558 

36. Suing or defending in forma pawperis—Proceedi on 
Crown side of Queen’s od Division Prohibition Ord. 16, 

r. 22—Ord. 68, rr. 1, 2.—Mudlleneisen v. Coulson (No. 2), Q.B.D. 
W.R. 811 

37. Vacation judge—Appeal—Ex parte order—Motion to dis- 
charge—Defendant out FP juriediction—Substitated service— 
Defendant appearing by counsel before appearance entered— 

R. S. C., 1883, ord. 12, r. 30; ord. 63, r. 12.—Boyle, Campbell, 
& Co. v. Sacker, APP. ot _ _ bie S.J. 

38. Writ specially indorsed—Final judgment—R. S. C., 1883, 
ord, 3, r. 6 ; ord. 14, r. 1.—Clarke v. Beryer, Q.B.D. — .. W.R. 

See also Costs, 1, 4,5; Highway, 2; Married Woman, 3; 

Mortgage, 8. 


PROBATE :—Executor intermeddling before probate against co- 
executor’s wishes—Injunction—Writ by co-executor.—Moore, In 
the Goods of, Ker v. Aubert, e.p. & A.D. =e «.  W.R. 576 


RAILWAY COMPANY: — 1. Appointment of receiver and 
manager—J urisdiction—Railway Companies Act, 1867, ss. 3, 4. 
—East and West India Dock Co., arr. ee fou S.J. 488 

2. Common carriers—Passenger’s luggage in carriage—Delivery 
to porter—Liability of company.—Great Western Railway Co. v. 
Bunch, u.u. dina bn me sss, Wel GOD 
3. Liability of—Deficiency in poor rates—Lands Clauses Act, 
1845, s. 133—County rate—Borough rate—County Rates Act, 
1852, s. 26—Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, s. 145.—Farmer 
v. London and North-Western Railway Co., Q.B.D. W.R. 599 
4. “Mines or minerals lying under railway ”—Notice of inten- 
tion to work—Open quarrying—Railways Clauses Act, 1845, ss. 
77, 78, 79.— Midland Railway Co. v. po Bi APP. W.R. 650 
5. Passenger —Production of ticket—Right to eject from car- 
riage.—Butler v. Manchester, &c., Railway Co., APP... W.R. 726 
6. Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, s. 2—Regulation of 
Railways Act, 1873, s. 6—Railway Commissioners—J urisdiction 
—Traftic—Dock dues.—East and West India Dock Co. v. Shaw, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. ... ase coe ia al 8.J. 
7. Stock—Transfer—Passing of legal a cg to 
or acceptance by secretary of company—Companies Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845, ss. 14—16.—Nanney v. Morgan, arp. W.R. 
8. Surplus lands — Debenture holders—Railway Companies 
Act, 1867, s. 28.—Re Hull, Barnsley, &c., Railway and Dock Co., 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. occ eee re oti ion. 
9. Trespassing on railway—Conviction for—Public right of 
way at a certain place before making railway—Assertion of right 
of way over railway at such place—Claim of right—Jurisdiction 
of justices.—Oole v. Miles, Q.B.D.  ... dic ae W.R. 784 


RATES.—See Local Government ; Poor Law. 


RESTRAINT of TRADE.—See Covenant. 
RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.—See Covenant. 


SALE: 1. Adulteration—Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, s 6— 
Defence to prosecution—Want of knowledge.—Betts v. Armistead, 
QB.D. ... eee eve ove ose oxo | Well 

2. Equity of redemption—Implied covenant of indemnity— 

Conveyance to sub-purchaser.—Ashby v. Jenner, Q.B.D. J. 576 
3. Stoppage in transitu—Goods bought for shipment—Directions 

to vendor to ship—Delivery on board ship—Termination of 

transit.—Bethell v Clark, arr. si ous os Wee WE 


592 
809 


608 


677 
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720 


SETTLED LAND ACTS :—1. Application of capital money— 


Discharge of incumbrance affecting inheritance—Mortgage for 
long term of years—Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 21.—Re Frewen, 
Frewen v. James, CH.D. NORTH, 8.J. 438 


3. Trust for sale—“ Person for time being beneficially entitled 
to income until sale”—Power of tenant for life—Settled Land 
Act, 1882, s. 63.—Re Horne’s Settled Estate, oH.D. NORTH, J. 

S.J. 457 ; app. 8.J. 

SHIP.—1. Collision—Stern light—Regulations for preventing colli- 

sions at sea, arts, 2, 11—Merchant Shipping Act, 1873, s. 17.— 

The Palinurus, P.p. & A.D. dite nee ice == WOR 
2, Damage—Loss of beneficial agreement to collect and car 
cargo—Registrar and merchants.— The ry ADM. W. 

3. Damage—Tug and tow—Liability of tow for negligence of 

tug.—The Flying and The Niobe, apM. dec We 

See also Insurance, 3 ; Practice, 4, 5, 13. 


SOLICITOR:—1. Charging order—Priority—Claim of landlord for 
rent—Solicitors Act, 1860, s. 28—Bankruptcy Court—Jurisdic- 
pg nt peer greta Act, 1883, s.104.—Ex parte Brown, 
Re Suffield and Watts, apr. ose nie ose, |, Wiebe 

2. Costs—Remuneration—Lease—Rent—Shares—Money pay- 

ment or premium—Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 1882, sche- 

dule 1, part 2, r. 5.—Re Hastings and Crawford, cH.D. = - 


3. Costs—Sale of mo’ property by trustee in bankruptey 
BE seretingy tote ag wom A Act, 1881, General 
Order, s. 2, and schedule 1—Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, Appendix, 
part 2, s. 7, r. 2.—Ex parte Harris, Re Gallard, Bxoy.... W.R. 
4, Costs—Taxation—Scale fee for “ conducting sale by auction ” 
—Auctioneer paid by client—Solicitors’ Remuneration Order, 
August, 1882, r. 4, schedule 1, part 1, rule 11.—Re Parker, - 
5. Costs—Trustee—Breach of trust—Solicitor for defaulting 
trustee—Constructive trustee.—Re Blundell, Blundell v. Blundell, 
CH.D. STIRLING, J. ose ee ion’ - Wa 
6. Fiduciary relation—Investment on insufficient security— 
Misrepresentation—Negligence—Statute of Limitations—Trustee 
and cestui trust.—Dooby v. Watson, CH.D. KEKEWIOH, J. W.R. 
7. Fiduciary relation—Insuflicient security—Misrepresenta- 
tion—Negligence—Statute of Limitations—Trustee and cestui 
trust.—Taafe v. Ford, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. ... wes J. 
8. Negligence.—Fellowes v. Second St. Peter's Park Mutual a 
Q.B.D. MANISTY, J. S.J. 
9. Privilege—County 
5, 34.—Blair v. Eisler, Q.B.D. a “- on -R. 
10. Unqualified person acting as.—Re A Solicitor, a.p.D. 8.J. 
11. Unqualified person—Attachment—Solicitors’ Act, 1860, 
s. 6—Solicitors Act, 1843, s.2.—Re John Steer Revell, Q.B.D. S.J. 
See also Costs, 3, 5; Divorce, 4 ; Mortgage, 1. 


Courts Acts, 1849, s. 18, and 1867, 88. 


TRADE-MARK :—1. Application for leave to alter trade-mark— 
Essential particulars—Fatents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 92.—Re Arthur 
Guinness, Son, & Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J. am eee ’ 

2. Registration—“ Fancy word”—Word descriptive of article 
—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 64, sub-section 
1 (c.).—Waterman v. Ayres, APP. see ove ons ' 

3. Registration—Rectification of register—Sheffield Register— 
Jurisdiction of Cutlers’ Co.—Patents, &c., Act, 1883, s. 81.— 
Re Lambert's Trade-Mark, CH.D. NORTH, J. a ‘on 8.J. 

TRADE-NAME :—Infringement—Injunction—Use of another 
— name.—Birmingham Vinegar Brewery Oo. v. Liverpool 

7inegar Co., CH.D. NORTH, J. ose eee ove S.J. 


TRUST :—1. Dissenters’ chapel trust deed—“ Protestant Dissenters 
of the Presbyterian or Independent denomination ”—Presbyterian 
Church of England—Dissenters’ Chapels Act, 1845,8, 2.—A — 
General v. Anderson, CH.D, KEKEWICH, J. oe <. wa 
2. Investment—Order to set apart consols—Subsequent depre- 
ciation—National Debt (Conversion) Act, 1888.—Re LEsdaile, 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. os. ose eee eos su Ss. 
3. Investment—Payment of income.—Jn re Carr, Carr v. Carr, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. ies ose eee eee W.R. 
4. Investment—Real security—Trade premises—Brickfield— 
Interest.—Learoyd v. Whiteley, H.L. ae << ae 


TRUSTEE :—1. Appointment of new trustees—Person nominated 
trustee in a will, Bat dying before the testator—Petition—Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, 8. 31, sub-sections 1, 6—Affidavit of fitness 
of proposed trustees.—He Ambler, CH.D. KAY, J. soe 
2. Breach of trust—Wilful default—Omission to sue for trust 
fund—Onus of proving loss—Admission of assets by executor— 
Right of creditor to recover payment from legatee—Unus of 
proving that payment was made out of assets.—Re Brogden, 
illing v. Brogden, APP. ... see coe aes 
3. Charge on trust estate—Right to enforce where position as 
trustee gives no undue advantage.—Re Carson, WEST INDIAN 





To tae ate oes J. 
2. Sale of heirlooms—Tenant for life—Settled Land Act, 1882, 
8, 37.—In re Beaumont, CH.D, CHITTY, J. ove S.J. 
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4. Devise to trustees in fee—Tenant for life subject to con- 
dition to repair and insure—Estate of trustees—Trust property 
lost by alleged forged deed —Duties and liabilities of trustees as 
torecovering the property.—Tudball v. Medlicott, CH.D.KEK.,J. S.J. 

5. Samet —Oe ntributory mortgage—Liability of trustee. 
—Webb v. Jonas, CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. 

6. Purchase of trust estate in name of stranger—Re- -purchase 
by trustee—Onus of ani —Postlethwaite v. Rickman, CH.D. 
KEKEWICH, J. es a W.R. 

See also Solicitor, 5, 6, 7. 


VENDOR and PURCHASER:—1. Agreement for sale of 
“interest in a lease "—Title shown to an under-lease.—Waring 
v. Scotland, CH.D., NORTH, J. W.R. 

2. Land Transfer Act, 1862, ss. 96, 98, 99, ‘101, 134—Caveat— 
Notice to cautioner—Jnterim injunction— —Bond of indemnity.— 
Re Searles, CH.D. NORTH, J. 

3. Specific perfurmance—Contract for sale of lease—Title 
shown to underlease—Conditions of sale.-—Re —_e and Master’s 
Contract, APP. S.J. 

4. Specific performance—Variation of written agreement by 
oral proviso.— Williams v. Jones, CH.D., KEKEWICH, J... W.R. 

5. Summons under Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, s. 9— 
Jurisdiction—Question not affecting purchaser—Married woman 

rate use—Restraint on anticipation. —In re Tippett and 

New uld’s Contract, APP. oe e W. 
6. Underlease—Evidence of performance e of cov enante—Receipt 

of rent from ground landlord—Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 3(5).— 

Re Higgins and Percival’s Contract, CH.D. KAY, J. ss S.J. 

See also Sale, 2 


WATER.—See Local Government, 9. 
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WILL :—1. Construction—A ppointment—Absolute interest—Void 
restriction—Settlement—Infant—Ratification.—Cooke v. Cooke, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. .. W.R. 


2, Construction —“Clear value ”  _ Appointment—Residue— 
Gift of residue of specified fund—Legacy duty—Testamentary 
expenses.— Re Currie, Bjorkman v. Kimberley, cH.D. KAY, J. W.R. 
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3. Construction — Codicil — Confirmation of will—Married 
woman—Power of "Wass bea seen ro- 
perty.—In re Taylor, Whitby v. Highton, CH.D. CHITTY, J. -R. 683 

4. Construction — Codicil — Revocation — U neertainty.— Re 
Percival, Boote v. Dutton, app. S.J. 487 
5. Construction—Direction to deduct debts due from children 
—Legacy to daughter—Debt due from daughter’s husband—. 
Retainer by executor—Set-off—Equity to a settlement—Separate 
estate—“ Absolute.”—Re Briant, Poulter v. Shackel, cH.D. ~~ Fs 
R. 825 
6. Construction—Gifts to a class described by relationship 
a blood.—In re Reed, CH.D. CHITTY, J... R. 682 
7. Construction—Gift for particular purpose—Resulting trust. 
_ke Croome, Croome v. Croome, APP. S.J. 558 
8. Construction—Gift of property at R’s bank—Share certi- 
ficates.—Re Prater, Desinge v. Beare, arp. . . W.R. 561 
9. Construction—TIllegal limitation—Separable void condition 
—Gift to a woman “so long as she may live apart from her 
husband.”—Re Moore, Trafford v. Maconochie, arr. ... S.J. 540 
10. Construction—Implied estate tail—Death “leaving no 
son.”"—Re Bird and Barnard, CH.D. NORTH, J. J. 542 
11. Construction —“ Next of kin” — Exclusion of testator’s 
widow.—Ke Parry, Leak v. Scott, CH.D. NORTH, J. ; S.J. 645 
12. Construction—Precatory trust.—Re Diggles, APP. S.J. 608 
13. Construction—Provision that wife may “require” pay- 
ment of any portion of corpus—Discretion of trustees.—Re = 
ton, Thorp v. Crompton, CH.D. STIRLING, J. S.J. 474 
14. Construction—Remoteness—Evidence dehors the will— 
Donee for life past age of child-bearing.—Johnston v. —- 
CH.D. CHITTY, J. ... S.J 
15. Construction—Remoteness— Separable | ‘gift. —Re Harvey, 
Peek v. Savory, APP. nf S.J. 
16. Construction—Survivor—Cross-remainders—Estates _ tail. : 
— Askew v. Askew, CH.D. NORTH, J. ... W.R. 620 
17. Construction — Vesting — Gift over without wa id 
children “ surviving ”—‘“ Portions »—Loco parentis.—Re Hamlet, 
Stephen v. Cunningham, CH.D. KAY, J W.R. 568 
18. Power S appointment—Exercise—General power—Wills 
Act, 1837, s —Re Marsh, Mason v. Thorne, CH.D. NORTH, J. 
See also pod 
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